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Background - Fetal RHD genotyping of cell-free fetal DNA (cff-DNA) from 
RhD-negative pregnant women can be used to guide anti-D prophylaxis: the 
knowledge of fetal RhD type can direct and restrict the use of prenatal anti-D 
immunoglobulin exclusively to RhD-negative women carrying a RhD-positive 
fetus. Since November 2019 in the region of Friuli Venezia Giulia (Italy) a 
prenatal screening service has been offered to RhD-negative women at 22-24 
weeks of gestation.
Materials and methods - The cff-DNA is extracted from a simple peripheral 
maternal blood sample to analyze the fetal RHD gene: the results are interpreted as 
RHD-positive fetus, RHD-negative fetus, or Inconclusive. The service is shared with 
all regional hospitals and tests are provided free of charge by the National Health 
System.
Results - Overall, 142 RhD-negative pregnant women were recruited in nearly 
2 years. Fetal RHD genotyping was negative in 53 pregnancies and positive in 89 
pregnancies. Thus, unnecessary treatment of pregnant women and exposure to a 
scarce plasma-derived medicinal product was avoided, by the use of a single blood 
sample, in 37.8% of cases, representing 100% of the RhD-negative women carrying 
a RhD-negative fetus in our cohort.
Discussion - The first Italian region-wide screening service for fetal RHD genotyping 
has been implemented for 2 years, despite the COVID-19 pandemic, in order 
to obtain the predicted fetal RhD phenotype before the 28th week of gestation, 
during which prenatal prophylaxis is usually administered. Giving prenatal anti-D 
immunoglobulin exclusively to RhD-negative women carrying a RhD-positive fetus 
reduces the overall use of anti-D immunoglobulin, which is becoming an ever more 
limited resource. The high sensitivity of the procedure provides evidence that 
the implementation of a diagnostic test in a reference laboratory guarantees the 
quality of the results, the concordance of reports and the sustainability of costs, 
representing an excellent guide to targeted use of prophylaxis.

Keywords: hemolytic disease of the fetus and newborn, targeting prenatal prophylaxis, 
non-invasive prenatal diagnosis, fetal RHD genotyping, screening service.
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INTRODUCTION
RhD incompatibility in pregnancy is the major cause of maternal alloimmunization and 
can result in the significant and potentially fatal consequence of hemolytic disease of the 
fetus and newborn1. It is very well established that the risk of RhD alloimmunization and 
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the number of subsequent cases of hemolytic disease of 
the fetus and newborn are drastically reduced by the use 
of routine anti-D immunoglobulin prophylaxis: firstly, 
in the 1960s by the introduction of postnatal prophylaxis 
reducing the risk from 10-15% to 0.8-1.5% and then by the 
combination of antenatal and postnatal prophylaxis in the 
late 1990s which further decreased the risk to 0.18-0.35%2-5. 
There is, however, concern regarding the unnecessary 
administration of Rh immunoglobulin to pregnant 
women, as a considerable number of unnecessary doses of 
anti-D are given to pregnant women with RhD-negative 
fetuses. In fact, in the Caucasian population 36-38% 
of RhD-negative women carry a RhD-negative baby6. 
Moreover, Rh immunoglobulin is a blood product with an 
inherent risk of infectious disease transmission, a possible 
cause of adverse reactions and there is a worldwide 
shortage of this product. 
The advent of non-invasive prenatal diagnosis using 
cell-free fetal DNA (cff-DNA) to determine fetal RHD status 
provided the opportunity to restrict the use of anti-D 
prophylaxis only to those mothers carrying a RhD-positive 
fetus7-10. The D status of the fetus of pregnant women 
should be determined using cff-DNA from a maternal 
peripheral blood sample; this technique has a false negative 
rate of <1%11, typically due to small quantities of fetal DNA, 
whereas false positive results are primarily caused by 
the presence of pseudogenes or variant genes that do not 
produce D epitopes12. During pregnancy, the fetal DNA 
increases to approximately 2-40%, constituting a mean of 
10% of total cff-DNA across gestational ages13, and it was 
demonstrated that the best time to draw blood for the 
detection of fetal DNA in maternal plasma samples while 
avoiding false negative results could be brought forward to 
the second or early part of the third trimester of pregnancy.
The first nationwide screening program was introduced 
in 2010 in Denmark14 followed in 2011 in the Netherlands, 
in 2014 in Finland, and also regionally implemented in 
Sweden, in the UK, in France, and Belgium with very 
high assay accuracy and sensitivities of 99.9%15. In the 
Netherlands, in 2 years of the screening experience, 
37.1% women avoided unnecessary recommendation of 
anti-D treatment, which was equivalent to 97.3% of the 
RhD-negative women carrying a RhD-negative fetus16.  
During 2017 a mandatory validation protocol for fetal 
RHD genotyping of cff-DNA was implemented in the 

region of Friuli Venezia Giulia in  northern Italy, with the 
aim of introducing the test for targeted antenatal anti-D 
immunoglobulin prophylaxis in Italy as well17. The region 
of Friuli Venezia Giulia has a resident population of nearly 
1,200,000 people, with 7,900 births/year (2020 data). 
Taking into account the number of Rh-negative pregnant 
women (15% in a Caucasian population), the screening was 
predicted to involve about 1,185 women/year.
Here we report the data from the first 2 years of the 
screening service for fetal RHD genotyping at gestational 
week (gw) 22-24 to predict the fetal RhD type. This 
region-wide service was implemented during the 
coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, so causing 
a recruitment slowdown and a drastic reduction of samples 
collected compared to the expected ones; nevertheless, 
the challenges, in terms of organization, compliance and 
diagnostic accuracy, were met successfully. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Patients’ recruitment and sample collection
According to national recommendations for the 
prevention and treatment of hemolytic disease of the 
fetus and newborn,  provided by the Italian Society for 
Immunohematology and Transfusion Medicine (SIMTI) 
in 2014, all pregnant women undergo blood group typing 
(ABO, RhD) and antibody screening before the 12th gw. 
Since November 2019 fetal RHD genotyping has been 
offered to all non-immunized RhD-negative women at 
22-24 gw in an antenatal screening program in the region 
of Friuli Venezia Giulia. 
The service is shared with all regional hospitals and 
tests are provided free of charge by the National Health 
System. After obtaining the patients’ informed consent, 
two 6 mL samples of peripheral blood are collected 
into ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA)-containing 
separator tubes simultaneously with other routine blood 
samples. Identification and clinical data are organized 
in separate databases, respecting a distinction based on 
the gestational week. Within 48 hours after sampling, 
plasma is separated from each blood tube, initially by 
centrifugation at 3,200 rpm for 10 minutes at room 
temperature, and subsequently by centrifugation at 10,000 
rpm for 10 minutes at 4°C. Each supernatant is portioned 
into 1 mL aliquots, stored in fresh polypropylene cryogenic 
vials at −20°C before the following analyses, performed 
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at the Immunohematology Reference Laboratory of the 
Department of Transfusion Medicine, Azienda Sanitaria 
Universitaria Friuli Centrale, Italy. All the samples tested 
for this study were actual clinical samples.

Cell-free fetal DNA extraction 
DNA was extracted from 2 mL of a plasma sample using 
an automated procedure with a QIAsymphony® DSP 
Circulating DNA Kit (QIAGEN, Hilden, Germany). A final 
elution volume of 60 μL was obtained, thus allowing a 
real-time quantitative polymerase chain reaction (PCR) 
analysis to be carried out in duplicate for each extracted 
sample. The cff-DNA extracted was immediately used for 
PCR analysis or stored at −20°C until further testing. 

Fetal RHD genotyping
The presence of fetal RHD sequences in cff-DNA was 
determined using the Free DNA Fetal Kit® RhD (Institute 
de Biotechnologies Jaques Boy, Reims, France). The 
kit included: RHD-positive and RHD-negative plasma 
samples as positive and negative controls; an exogenous 
DNA (maize DNA) as an extraction and amplification 
control, and four sets of primers and hydrolysis 
probes specific for RHD exons 5, 7, 10 and for maize 
exon IVR2. Real-time quantitative PCR analysis was 
performed using a CFX96 Real-Time System apparatus 
(Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA): 5 μL of DNA template were 
tested in a final reaction volume of 20 μL, thus obtaining the 
plasma-equivalent per PCR of 500 μL. All samples were 

run in duplicate. Results were considered acceptable only 
if no amplification curve was observed for the negative and 
blank controls, the cycle threshold (Ct) values for exons 
5, 7 and 10 for the positive controls were below 39 cycles 
and the exogenous DNA (maize) was correctly amplified 
(Ct value below 37 cycles) during the assay. If these 
pre-defined conditions were all fulfilled simultaneously, 
it was possible to proceed with the sample evaluation. 
Fetuses were classified as RHD-positive or -negative 
according to the following interpretation of the results: 
the absence of amplification (Ct null) for the three exons 
identified a negative RHD sample; otherwise, Ct values 
between 35 and 41 cycles for two or three exons identified 
samples as RHD-positive. Results in between were 
considered inconclusive. A default baseline was used.

Validation approach 
The diagnostic method was validated before routine 
implementation by performing a total of 423 tests17. 
The diagnostic accuracy was evaluated by correlating 
the predicted fetal RHD genotyping and observed RhD 
phenotype status of the neonate at birth, which represents 
the standard reference.

RESULTS
The f low chart followed for all pregnant women to prevent 
hemolytic disease of the fetus and newborn is shown in 
Figure 1. The timing of the antibody screening and fetal 

Figure 1 - Flow chart for the prevention of hemolytic disease of the fetus and the newborn in pregnancy showing the with 
timing of diagnostic investigations
gw: gestational week; cff: cell-free fetal.
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in our clinical setting are indicated. 
In particular, at the first antenatal visit (<12 gw), all 
pregnant women undergo ABO and RhD typing and 
red cell antibody screening; subsequently, fetal RHD 
screening and a newly performed red cell antibody screen 
are offered at about 22-24 weeks of pregnancy to all 
non-RhD-immunized D-negative pregnant women. 
If a D-positive fetus is predicted, antenatal anti-D 
prophylaxis (1,500 IU, 300 µg of anti-D immunoglobulin) 
is administered as a single dose in week 28 of pregnancy 
and another dose of 1500 IU anti-D is administered after 
birth (within 48-72 h after delivery) if antibody screening 
is negative, according to national guidelines. The red cell 
antibody screening is also repeated in week 28 for all 
pregnant women.
From November 2019 to November 2021, 142 RhD-negative 
pregnant women were recruited at different gestational 
ages (between 10 and 31 gw, median 24) and cff-DNA was 
extracted from maternal plasma to analyze the fetal RHD 
gene (exons 5, 7 and 10). Nearly 80% of cases were collected 
in the second trimester (14-27 gw), with 30% of these 
between 22-24 gw, as shown in Figure 2.
The fetal RHD genotype was determined in 140 out of 
the 142 cases (98.6%). In two cases inconclusive results 
were obtained but they were considered RHD-positive 
for the purpose of administration of prophylaxis. In the 
first inconclusive case only exon 10 was amplified and 
the presence of a Rh variant was suspected as the mother 
was previously genotyped as RHD*01N.05 (also known 
as hybrid allele RHD-RHCE (3-7)-RHD); in the second 
case the Ct values for exons 5, 7 and 10 were below 35, so 

maternal genome contamination was suspected as the 
mother’s genotype was known to be RHD*01W.5. At birth 
serology on cord blood samples of these two cases showed 
a negative Rh type in the first baby and a positive Rh type 
in the second one. Figure 3 shows the amplification plots 
and related Ct values for the two inconclusive cases and 
for a RHD positive sample. 
The diagnostic accuracy of fetal RHD genotyping on 
cff-DNA was evaluated by comparing the real-time 

Figure 3 -  Amplification plots and related cycle threshold values (Ct) for the two inconclusive cases and for a RHD positive 
sample
Plot A represents the inconclusive case with only exon 10 amplified (Ct = 31.35); plot B represents the inconclusive case with the Ct values for 
exons 5, 7 and 10 below 35 (Ct=33.89, 34.43, and 34.01, respectively); plot C represents a RHD-positive case (Ct=37.45, 36.63, and 37.41).

Figure 2 - Box plot of gestation weeks at which blood was 
collected from patients scheduled for fetal RHD genotyping© SIM
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quantitative PCR results with postnatal RhD phenotype 
serologically determined on cord blood samples: 116 out of 
142 serological tests were obtained at the time of the study, 
representing 81.7% of all analyzed samples, also including 
samples from two twin pregnancies, with both couples of 
twins confirmed as RhD-negative by serology as predicted 
by fetal RHD typing. Furthermore, among the fetal 
RHD-positive results, a sample with RhD-discrepant 
serological typing was found at birth: RHD genotyping was 
repeated on a sample from the neonate and a RHD*01.W2 
variant was found, thus demonstrating the high sensitivity 
of the fetal RHD screening test. Likewise, the excellent 
reproducibility of the test was confirmed by the use of 
replicates of two samples tested first in early gestation 
(<11 gw) with RHD-negative results and then retested, as 
required by our protocol, around 22-24 weeks of gestation: 
both the predicted fetal RHD genotypes were confirmed 
and later were then concordant with the observed RhD 
phenotype of the neonates at birth. No requests were made 
for new samples because of failed tests.
Table I shows the performance characteristics of the assay with 
particular attention to the diagnostic accuracy by comparing 
its results with postnatal cord blood serology results.

DISCUSSION
RhD-negative pregnant women carrying a RhD-positive 
fetus are at risk of developing anti-D antibodies during 
or after pregnancy. Alloimmunization is preventable 
by using antenatal and postnatal anti-D prophylaxis in 
clinical routine, thus considerably reducing the frequency 

of hemolytic disease of the fetus and newborn. As the fetal 
RhD status can be determined with high sensitivity and 
accuracy from the mother’s peripheral blood, targeted 
antenatal anti-D-prophylaxis is becoming a new standard 
procedure in ever more countries, which have introduced 
non-invasive fetal RHD genotyping in a clinical setting 
of targeted antenatal prophylaxis and management of 
RhD-sensitized women18-21. After validation of a 
diagnostic method in terms of analytical sensitivity, lower 
limit of detection, analytical specificity, assay precision 
and diagnostic accuracy17,22, we have implemented for 2 
years the first Italian region-wide screening service for 
fetal RHD genotyping, despite the COVID-19 pandemic, 
in order to predict the fetal RhD phenotype before the 
28th gw, during which prenatal prophylaxis is usually 
administered. Besides the mandatory validation steps, 
however the implementation of any diagnostic test requires 
adaptation of organizational aspects and establishment 
of an educational and communication network for the 
purpose of involving clinicians. After optimizing routine 
laboratory organization and continuous training of 
qualified personnel, the first challenge was to bring the new 
diagnostic test to the attention of medical practitioners 
and obstetric care providers by sharing scientific results 
and clinical benefits. The second task was to prepare a 
simple and effective operational algorithm that is easy 
for clinicians and users to follow, starting with being 
able to request the test within the services provided by 
the regional health system. With regard to the first point, 
after an encouraging start, the program implementation 
slowed down, with the number of recruited samples below 
expected, because of the COVID-19 pandemic. However, 
we have now observed an improvement in compliance, 
contextually with a slight improvement in the emergency 
situation, with the possibility of sharing information and 
reaching as many users as possible in our region. As far as 
concerns the operational algorithm, the greatest constraint 
was that of choosing the best gestational week in which to 
perform the test. In fact, for mass throughput screening 
of all D-negative pregnant women cff-DNA testing for 
RHD is sufficiently accurate from 11 weeks gestation 
with false-negative rates of 0.1-0.3%18,22-24; however, it is 
well documented that the choice of collecting the sample 
between 18 and 24 weeks of gestation is a consequence of the 
recommendation to use a single sample, for reasons of cost-

Table I- Performance characteristics of the prenatal
RHD screening test

Results from antenatal RHD screening

Total number of non-invasive prenatal tests 142

Screens with available postnatal RhD result 116

True positive results 67

True negative results 47

False-negative results 0

False-positive results 1*

Inconclusive results 2

Sensitivity (%) 100%

Specificity (%) 97.9%

Accuracy (%) 99.1%

Specificity, sensitivity and accuracy are based on all data, including 
inconclusive results. *One sample categorized as inconclusive due to positivity 
of exon 10 alone, was later considered a false positive, when the cord blood 
sample was found to be D-negative.
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effectiveness and timely reporting of results to clinicians 
before the 28th gw. We chose a restricted blood sampling 
period between 22 and 24 gw, recruiting women from a 
multi-ethnic population. All our negative RHD genotyping 
findings were confirmed at birth, suggesting that under 
these operating conditions, RHD genotyping on a single 
sample would be sufficient and that RHD genotyping on 
cff-DNA from RhD-negative women can be used to guide 
targeted antenatal prophylaxis for the prevention of RhD 
immunization. Furthermore we showed that our assay can 
be used on subjects from different ethnic backgrounds. 
We observed that the gestational ages of the samples 
received deviated from the scheduled 22-24 weeks, and 
this will be a point to discuss with clinicians in an effort 
to standardize the screening program. The knowledge of 
fetal RhD type can direct and restrict the use of prenatal 
anti-D immunoglobulin exclusively to RhD-negative 
women carrying a RhD-positive fetus (60% of individuals 
of European descent). In our 2-year experience, 37.8% of 
the women were correctly recommended not to receive 
antenatal prophylaxis. This approach optimizes the 
use of anti-D prophylaxis and unnecessary exposure to 
plasma-derived medicinal products7,18,25-27. 

CONCLUSIONS
To our knowledge, the present study is the first prenatal 
screening service for fetal RHD genotyping to guide 
prophylaxis in Italy.
Overall, 142 RhD-negative pregnant women were recruited 
in a period of nearly 2 years. The fetal RHD genotype was 
determined in 140 (98.6%) cases and was negative in 37.8% 
of cases and positive in the other 62.2% of cases.
We demonstrated that it is simple to predict fetal 
RhD phenotype in all RhD-negative pregnant women 
(previously typed before the 12th gw) before the 28th 
gw, during which antenatal prophylaxis is usually 
administered in Italy. The antenatal screening program 
was ef fectively implemented, with the collection, storage 
and automatic extraction of DNA from maternal plasma 
to analyze the fetal RHD gene.
The results confirm that fetal RHD antenatal testing 
is highly reliable and that the centralization of the test 
in a single laboratory guarantees the quality of the 
results and the concordance of reports. It represents an 
excellent guide for targeted use of Rh immunoglobulin in 

pregnancy and customer satisfaction has been excellent
The data were collected during the COVID-19 outbreak and 
we hope that this screening service will be enhanced in 
the future, being confirmed as a useful tool for healthcare 
organizations and patients’ outcome in Friuli Venezia 
Giulia and other Italian regions.

AUTHORSHIP CONTRIBUTIONS
DL designed the study. SM and CD collected the data. SM 
and DL wrote the manuscript. GB supervised the study. 
All Authors critically reviewed the manuscript.

The Authors declare no conf licts of interest.

REFERENCES
1. de Haas M, Thurik, FF, Koelewijn JM, van der Schoot CE. Haemolytic 

disease of the fetus and newborn. Vox Sang 2015; 109: 99-113. 
doi: 10.1111/vox.12265.

2. Legler TJ. RhIg for the prevention Rh immunization and IVIg for the 
treatment of affected neonates. Transfus Apher Sci 2020; 59: 102950. 
doi: 10.1016/j.transci.2020.102950.

3. Qureshi H, Massey E, Kirwan D, Davies T, Robson S, Bianco J, et al. BCSH 
guideline for the use of anti-D immunoglobulin for the prevention of 
haemolytic disease of the fetus and newborn. Transfus Med 2014; 24: 
8-20. doi: 10.1111/tme.12091.

4. Gudlaugsson B, Hjartardottir H, Svansdottir G, Gudmundsdottir G, 
Kjartansson S, Jonsson T, et al. Rhesus D alloimmunization in pregnancy 
from 1996 to 2015 in Iceland: a nation-wide population study prior to 
routine antenatal anti-D prophylaxis. Transfusion 2020; 60:175-183. 
doi: 10.1111/trf.15635. 

5. Crowther CA, Keirse MJ. Anti-D administration in pregnancy for 
preventing rhesus alloimmunization. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2000; 
(2): CD000020. doi:10.1002/14651858.CD000020.

6. Hyland CA, O’Brien H, Flower RL, Gardener GJ. Non-invasive prenatal 
testing for management of haemolytic disease of the fetus and newborn 
induced by maternal alloimmunisation. Transfus Apher Sci 2020; 59: 
102947. doi: 10.1016/j.transci.2020.102947.

7. Lo YM, Corbetta N, Chamberlain PF, Rai V, Sargent IL, Redman CW, et al. 
Presence of fetal DNA in maternal plasma and serum. Lancet 1997; 350: 
485-487. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(97)02174-0. 

8. Breveglieri G, D’Aversa E, Finotti, Borgatti B. Non-invasive 
prenatal testing using fetal DNA. Mol Diagn Ther 2019; 23: 291-299. 
doi: 10.1007/s40291-019-00385-2.

9. O’Brien H, Hyland C, Schoeman E, Flower R, Daly J, Gardener G. Non-
invasive prenatal testing (NIPT) for fetal Kell, Duffy and Rh blood group 
antigen prediction in alloimmunised pregnant women: power of droplet 
digital PCR. Br J Haematol 2020; 189: e90-e94. doi: 10.1111/bjh.16500. 

10. Bohmova J, Lubusky M, Holuskova I, Studnickova M, Kratochvilova 
R, Krejcirikova E, et al. Two reliable methodical approaches for non-
invasive RHD genotyping of a fetus from maternal plasma. Diagnostics 
2020; 10: 564. doi: 10.3390/diagnostics10080564.

11. Daniels G, Finning K, Martin P. Noninvasive fetal blood grouping: present 
and future. Clin Lab Med 2010; 30: 431-442. doi:10.1016/j.cll.2010.02.006. 

12. Kolialexi A, Tounta G, Mavrou A. Noninvasive fetal RhD genotyping 
from maternal blood. Expert Rev Mol Diagn 2010; 10: 285-296. 
doi: 10.1586/erm.10.5.

13. Nygren AO, Dean J, Jensen TJ, Kruse S, Kwong W, van den Boom 
D, et al.  Quantification of fetal DNA by use of methylation-
based DNA discrimination. Clin Chem 2010; 56: 1627-1635. 
doi: 10.1373/clinchem.2010.146290. 

© SIM
TIP

RO Srl

All rights reserved - For personal use only 
No other use without premission



99
Blood Transfus 2023; 21:93-99;  doi: 10.2450/2022.0004-22

cff-DNA RHD genotyping to guide anti-D prophylaxis

14. Clausen F, Christiansen M, Steffensen R, Jørgensen S, Nielsen C, 
Jakobsen MA, et al. Report of the first nationally implemented clinical 
routine screening for fetal RHD in D-pregnant women to ascertain 
the requirement for antenatal RhD prophylaxis. Transfusion 2012; 52: 
752-758. doi: 10.1111/j.1537-2995.2011.03362.x. 

15. Clausen FB. Cell-free fetal DNA and fetal blood group genotyping: 
non-invasive prenatal testing. ISBT Sci Ser 2020; 15: 46-51. 
doi: 10.1111/voxs.12521.

16. Clausen FB, Damkjaer MB, Dziegiel MH, et al. Noninvasive 
fetal RhD genotyping. Transfus Apher Sci 2014; 50: 154-162. 
doi: 10.1016/j.transci.2014.02.008. 

17. Londero D, Stampalija T, Bolzicco D, Castro Silva E, Candolini M, Cortivo 
C, et al. Fetal detection from circulating cell-free fetal DNA in maternal 
plasma: validation of a diagnostic kit using automatic extraction and 
frozen DNA. Transfus Med 2019; 29: 408-414. doi: 10.1111/tme.12605.

18. Finning K, Martin P, Summers J, Massey E, Poole G, Daniels G. Effect 
of high throughput RHD typing of fetal DNA in maternal plasma 
on use of anti-RhD immunoglobulin in RhD negative pregnant 
women: prospective feasibility study. BMJ 2008; 336: 816-818. 
doi: 10.1136/bmj.39518.463206.25.

19. de Haas M, van der Ploeg CPB, Scheffer PG Verlinden DA, Hirschberg 
H, Abbink F, et al. A nation-wide fetal RHD screening programme for 
targeted antenatal and postnatal anti-D. ISBT Sci Ser 2012; 7: 164-167. 
doi: 10.1111/j.1751-2824.2012.01600.x.

20. Clausen FB, Steffensen R, Christiansen M, Rudby M, Jakobsen MA, 
Jakobsen TR, et al. Routine noninvasive prenatal screening for 
fetal RHD in plasma of RhD-negative pregnant women 2 years of 
screening experience from Denmark. Prenat Diagn 2014; 34: 1-6. 
doi: 10.1002/pd.4419. 

21. de Haas M, Thurik FF, van der Ploeg CPB, Veldhuisen B, Hirschberg H, 
Soussan AA, et al. Sensitivity of fetal RHD screening for safe guidance of 
targeted anti-D immunoglobulin prophylaxis: prospective cohort study 
of a nationwide programme in the Netherlands. BMJ 2016; 355: i5789. 
doi: 10.1136/bmj.i5789.

22. Clausen FB, Barret AN. Noninvasive fetal RHD genotyping to guide 
targeted anti-D prophylaxis-an external quality assessment workshop. 
Vox Sang 2019; 114: 386-393. doi: 10.1111/vox.12768.

23. Daniels G, Finning K, Martin P, Massey E.  Non invasive prenatal diagnosis 
of fetal blood group phenotypes: current practice and future prospects. 
Prenat Diagn 2009; 29: 101-107. doi: 10.1002/pd.2172.

24. Chitty LS, Finning K, Wade A, Soothill P, Martin B, Oxenford K, et al.  
Diagnostic accuracy of routine antenatal determination of fetal RHD 
status across gestation: population based cohort study. BMJ 2014; 349: 
g5243. doi: 10.1136/bmj.g5243. 

25. Müller SP, Bartels I, Stein W, Emons G, Gutensohn K, Köhler M, et al. The 
determination of the fetal D status from maternal plasma for decision 
making on Rh prophylaxis is feasible. Transfusion 2008; 48: 2292-2301. 
doi: 10.1111/j.1537-2995.2008.01843.x. 

26. Soothill PW, Finning K, Latham T; Wreford-Bush T, Ford J, Daniels G. Use 
of cffDNA to avoid administration of anti-D to pregnant women when the 
fetus is RhD-negative: implementation in the NHS. BJOG 2015; 122: 1682-
1686. doi: 10.1111/1471-0528.13055.

27. Gordon LG, Hyland CA, Hyett JA, O’Brien H, Millard G, Flower RL, et al. 
Noninvasive fetal RHD genotyping of RhD negative pregnant women for 
targeted anti-D therapy in Australia: a cost-effectiveness analysis. Prenat 
Diagn 2017; 37: 1245-1253. doi: 10.1002/pd.5176.

© SIM
TIP

RO Srl

All rights reserved - For personal use only 
No other use without premission




